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1-2. Claims 26 and| 27 nave been amended to provide proper antecedents 

t 
i 

dependent on Claim 2£ by inserting in Claim 25 "a pair of side portions - 

I 

for the roof and inserting "equal area portions" in lieu of the "panels" 

! 

! 

in the original Claim 27. 

i 

3-4* Claim 25 recites "at least one of said front and back walls including 

i 

a second hinge substantially medially thereof for dividing said at least one 
of said front and ba ;k vails into equal area portions" thus clearly reciting 
a structure not shown or disclosed in Hart "918* Moreover, Hart '918 does 
not disclose first resilient members also set forth im Claim 25- Nor does 
Hart '918 have any resilient members to tightly seal the walls and the roof 
to the walls as call id for In Claim 25, Furthermore, Hart fails to disclose 
that "said walls and roof being planar and continuous to protect the above 
ground components from the weather" , as set forth at the bottom of Claim 25. 

Accordingly, Claim 25 is not believed to be anticipated by Hart "918. 
Claim 26 is depend e n t on Claim 25 and accordingly it is not anticipated by 
Hart »918 which, int^r alia, does not have "a pair of downwardly disposed 
flanges extending sn >stantially the entire length of said side portions of 
said roof. * 

The Examiner rejects Claims 25-26 under Bart "918, but then cites 
Claim 28 as allegedly also being anticipated by Hart '918* Claim 28 is 

25 and accordingly is not anticipated by Hart "918, 



dependent upon claim 
in addition, applicant does not agree tnat Hart '918 discloses an opening 
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adjacent the open bottom of the housing. Hart's entire sides are meshed 
with screen and thus do not disclose that which the Examiner has indicated. 
5-6. Claims 1, 6-13 r 18, 19 and 24 as now presented are believed to be 
patentable under 35 C •S.C* 103(a) over Bart "918, Rockom et al. '252 and 
Chem '041 in view of Furtner *549* . Claim 1 was previously amended to 
include the structural limitations previously presented in Claims 2-4. 

Hart is direcijed to a collapsible storage container formed of four 
frame walls with steel mesh, a top frame with steel mesh and a pallet: bottom. 
The Hart container a] so Includes a pair of spaced hooks 14 welded to the 
bottom rung of the frame forming front wall 6, likewise on the back wall 8, 
and two pairs of spaced longer hooks 15 attached to the bottom rungs of side 
walls 7 and 9 which ^it under the pallet and engage the side joists 4. The 
base members 5 appeal- to be the same thickness as the thickness of metal 
forming L-shaped hoo):s 15 and thus the entire container and pallet bottom 
appear to rest on four portions of hooks 15 and two (ox more) base members 5* 
Hart does not suggesi: or teach the m fastener means for releasably attaching 
said front wall between said side walls" , as acknowledged by the Examiner. 
Nor does Hart suggesi: or teach the other structural recitations in Claim 1, 
for example. 

Furtner discloses a container with a base and four side walls 3-6 
each of which includes a pair of spaced swivel pins 60 that engage within 

grooves 51 In the ba£e 2 to releasably lock each of the walls 3-u to the 

i 

base 2. such an arrangement would seem to be contra-indicated by Hart which 
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flange being located 
side walls", and *a 
entire width of said 



(col* 3 r lines 
Element 23 of 
"ix> retain the walls 



has hinges connecting each of the side walls to each other and a top or 
roof also hlngedly connected. The front wall (or any wall) of Partner 
is hinged, but not as the front wall of Hart, i.e. , the Fnrtner hinge is 
to the base 2, not t o the vail as in Hart. Thus one having ordinary skill 
in the art would not obviously reconstruct Bart by somehow providing a 
botton hinged front wall of Hart like that allegedly taught by Furtner. 
Furthermore, the fro it pair of I*— shaped hooks of Hart would virtually make 
such a reconstruction 'i improbable if not impossible. 

With regard to CI aims 6, 7 and 18, the .small tabs 21 of Hart are not 
the same as or suggejst the flanges called for in these claims. Claims 6 
and 7 respectively, ball for "a pair of downwardly disposed flanges extending 
substantially the en tire length of said side portion of said roof each said 



laterally outwardly of and adjacent to respective said 
downwardly disposed flange extending substantially the 
roof * . . being located laterally outwardly of and 
adjacent to said fro^it wall . . _ * - Furthermore, Harts pair of locating 
Ij-shaped lugs 22 ext and under the adjacent frame 10 of front wall 6 which 
prevents roof 17 fron being opened until wall 6 is displaced by opening 

24-31) . 

Hart Is not a resilient member but rather Is a lock 
and roof in the container configuration" 1 (col* 3, 

lines 42-46). 

Since Hart injcludes steel mesh on all sides, back, front: and roof, 
it is highly unlikely that: anyone would be led to provide sane with medial 



10 
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handle openings 24 * 
steel frames of the 
that would adversely 

Applicant is 
anywhere in Hart, 
set forth by the 
the Examiner 
with respect to Claijn 
are hinges in 

The bubble 
tations with respect 
cant's claimed 
container as 

The Cher n 
claimed herein * 
numeral 21 going to 
only hinges 21 are 
15, 16 and adjacent 
they allegedly may 
8. Thus Ghern is not 
Even if the Chera 
having ordinary skill 
in view of RocJcom et 



Partner- Also, to provide such openings through the 
side walls of Hart would not be at all obvious since 
effect the structural integrity of the Hart container* 
enable to find any "sealing means'" or resilient members 
therefore disagrees with the suggestions otherwise 
ir with respect to Claims B r 12, and 19. In addition, 
refers to hinges 12a, 12B, 12C as resilient members 
8. The Examiner then states that 12a and 12B of Hart 
Claim 9. 

of Rockom in the container- does not meet the reci— 
to insulation carried* by the walls and roof of appli- 
which is without a bottom and therefore not even a 
in the art. 

does not disclose a hinge medially of a front wall as 
submits that FIGS, 1, 2 and 3 are misnnmbered by 
Identify the beams which are properly marked as 62- The 

adjacent the bottcm portion of each side panel 
ihe top portion of front and rear panels 13, 14 so that 
reduced in size to fit within the fold able box of FIG. 
at all applicable to applicant's claimed invention. 

had hinges medially of the front wall, a person 
in the art would not reconst ruct Hart in view of Furtner 
al in view of Chem as only suggested by the Rxaminer and 
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two 



tb 



depe ids 



not by the references 
doing so* One woulc 
places and provide 
do that except to 
alleged structure on 
specifically states 
pivotally coupled to 
side panels 15, 16 
33-36) . 

7. Claim 10 
need a screened drain 
obvious in light of 

8. Claim 23 now 
over all of the appl 
does not deny that a 
venting freezes to 
course, nobody would 
Furtnex since the 
indicate that this 

9. Claim 27 has 
tion r as discussed ix 
does not have the 

10. See paragraph 



themselves nor are there appropriate motivations for 
have to out the steel frame of the front wall in two 
hinges to the front wall of Hart, why would anybody 
applicant's disclosure as a roadmap to derive an 
which to improperly reject applicant's cl aims Chem 
"The side panels 15. 16 each include a lower portion 
the base 12 by pivot pins ox hinges 21 for allowing the 
be folded to engage with the base 12." (col. 2, lines 



wxite 



le 



above 



on Claim 1. in addition # Hart does not disclose ox 
opening and applicant does not believe Claim 10 is 
ihe cited art in any appropriate combination. 
<pepends on Claim 13 and is believed to be patentable 
d references for reasons submitted above. Applicant 
heater is often supplied in enclosures for use in pre- 

ground pipes including baefcflow preventers. Of 
put a heater in the container of Hart in view of 
mesh of roof and the walls of Hart would counter 
done. 

ided to clarify the language thereof. In addi- 
paragraphs 3-4 with regard to Claim 25, Chem f 041 
foldable wall, 
above . 
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11. Applicant re;>eats the arguments in the Amendment of 8/23/06 vhich 
were not contradict* by the Examiner and are believed to be pertinent. 

Mew Clad** 2!>-29 had been added to afford applicant its appropriate 
protection on his invention- These claims are believed to be patentable 
over the art of record for substantially the same reason* as the amended 
claims herein- Claims 26 and 27 have been amended as discussed above. 

12. *h* present Zmendment involves only the clarification of the language 
of Clai* 27 to brine it in line with independent Claim 25, and to provide a 
basis for "said side portion" in Claim 26. 

Accordingly, it is believed that the present Amendment is appropriate 
and should be entered and should not require further searching. Also, the fact 
that the Examiner no longer being employed by the Office should be ^nsidered 

interview with the Examiner 's Supervisor. 

Respectfully submitted , 



and necessitated the 



Date: 

Tel. So, (904)355-9631 
Fax. No. (904)355-963 2 



Arthur G- Yeager, Reg. No. 19,692 
245-1 East Adams Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202-3365 
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